REMARKS 

Claims 1-3, 5-7 and 10 are now pending in the application. The Examiner is 
respectfully requested to reconsider and withdraw the rejections in view of the 
amendments and remarks contained herein. 

Election/Rejection 

Applicant acknowledges that the restriction requirement was deemed proper and 
made final. Although Applicant does not necessarily agree, to expedite prosecution, 
withdrawn claims 8 and 9 are cancelled. 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. §112 

Claim 10 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
Applicant regards as the invention. This rejection is respectfully traversed. The 
Examiner states that "the initially-filed claim 10 is an omnibus type claim", and that 
"patentable weight is not given to method of making in claim drawn to structure." 
Although Applicant does not necessarily agree, Applicant cancels claim 10. 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C, §102 

Claims 1, 2, 6, and 7 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 

anticipated by Kobayashi (U.S. Pat. No. 6,036,299). This rejection is respectfully 
traversed. 
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Kobayashi et al. attempts to prevent lowered print quality caused by an increase 
in ink viscosity in an inkjet-type recording apparatus, e.g., an inkjet printer, and bubbles 
generated due to a difference in ink pressure between ejection for cleaning inkjet-type 
recording heads and ejection for printing. Kobayashi et al. discloses an apparatus in 
which negative pressure generated by a suction pump induces ink ejection, and the 
recording head is cleaned by wiper blades so that ejection and the cleaning are 
conducted with respect to a black ink cartridge and a color ink cartridge. 

In contrast, in the liquid member ejecting device claimed is clams 1 and 7 of the 
present application, a first decompressing member decompresses the inside of an 
ejecting head having nozzles; and a second decompressing section decompresses the 
inside of the ejecting head and the inside of the liquid member tank. The claimed 
invention has the unobvious effects that the liquid member does not flow from the tank 
to the head; the liquid member does not leak from the head; and bubbles existing in the 
head and the liquid member can be absorbed and eliminated selectively. Kobayashi et 
al. does not disclose or indicate that the inside of the recording head (7 or 8) and the 
inside of an ink cartridge (9 or 10) are decompressed so that the pressure in the head 
and the cartridge are kept equal. 

Kobayashi et al. fails to teach or suggest a first decompressing member 
decompresses the inside of an ejecting head having nozzles; and a second 
decompressing section decompresses the inside of the ejecting head and the inside of 
the liquid member tank. Instead, Kobayashi et al. teaches an apparatus in which 
negative pressure generated by a suction pump induces ink ejection, and the recording 
head is cleaned by wiper blades. Thus, Kobayashi et al. cannot anticipate the invention 
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as claimed in claims 1 and 7. Likewise, Kobayashi et al. cannot anticipate the invention 
as claimed in claims 2 and 6 which depend from claim 1. 

It should also be noted that Claim 1 is amended herein to now recite a 
corresponding part of claim 1 submitted in the base Japanese Patent Application No. 
2002-302989 that was accidentally omitted. Support for these amendments can be 
found at least in the Fig. 3. 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. S 103 

Claim 3 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kobayashi (U.S. Pat. No. 6,036,299) in view of Ikezaki (U.S. Pat. No. 5,920,330). This 
rejection is respectfully traversed. Claim 3 depends from claim 1 and should be 
allowable for at least the same reasons as set forth above. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

The Examiner states that claims 4 and 5 would be allowable if rewritten in 
independent form. Accordingly, Applicant amends claim 4 to include the limitations of the 
base claim. Therefore, claims 4 and 5 (which depends on claim 4) should now be in 
condition for allowance. 

Conclusion 

It is believed that all of the stated grounds of rejection have been properly 
traversed, accommodated, or rendered moot. Applicant therefore respectfully requests 
that the Examiner reconsider and withdraw all presently outstanding rejections. It is 
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believed that a full and complete response has been made to the outstanding Office 
Action and the present application is in condition for allowance. Thus, prompt and 
favorable consideration of this amendment is respectfully requested. If the Examiner 
believes that personal communication will expedite prosecution of this application, the 
Examiner is invited to telephone the undersigned at (248) 641-1600. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Dated: M*^ ^ ( ~Zcx>G, 

Harness, Dickey & Pierce, P.L.C. 
P.O. Box 828 

Bloomfield Hills, Michigan 48303 
(248)641-1600 

[GGS/BEW/pvd] 




Reg. No. 27,382 
Bryant E. Wade 
Reg. No. 40,344 
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